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PPM multiply and replenish tho earth, according to
I my commandment, and to fulfill ilio prumlso
I which wob given by my lather before tho

foundation of tho world; und for their oxulta- -
! ilon In the eternal worlds, that they may bear

Hl lliu eouIs of men; for herein In the wot CT-

H.M my Father continued, that ho muy bo plorl- -
iicd.

'.; 64 And ngaln, verily, verily, I my unto you,
i If any man hath n. wlfo who holrln the keys of

this power and ho teachcR unto her tho law
.' if my priesthood, nn pertaining these thlnk'ti.

then shall sho bcllcvo and admlnlnter unto
flj him or sho ehall be destroyed, Mid tho 1

9 your God. for I wlJl destroy hur; for I will
magnify my name upon nil thoso who receive

i und abide In my law.
' 66. Therefore, It shall bo lawful In me, If

fcho recrdves not this law for him to receive
all things' whatsoever I, the Lord his Cod,

H.; will glvu unto him, because Abo did not mln- -

Hn icier unto him according to my word; and Aha
M j ihon hecomnci tho transgressor; and ho ex- -'

., "Trait from tho law of Sarah who ministered
B''l unto Abraham according to the law, when I

ci commanded Abraham to take Ilagar to wlfo.
'i It Is nlso shown that numerous other

publications of tho Mormon Church arcs
Ui still circulated among the members of
K! that church with the knowledge nnd by

the authority of tho church officials,
i which contain arguments In favor of po- -
V lygamy, The Book of Doctrine and Covo- -i

nants Is not only .still put forth to tin.H.j members of the church na authoritative
In all respects, but tho first presidency

H,!;, and twelve apostles have never Incorpor-uta- d

therein the manifesto forbidding tho
; practice of polygamy or polygamous
1 cohabitation, nor have they at any ilmo
V or In any way qualified tho reputed rove-- )

) latlon to Joseph Smith regarding polyga- -
Hf- my. And this Book of Doctrino and

! Covenants, containing tho polygamic
H'lj revelation, Is regarded by Mormons as

bolng of higher authority than tho manl- -
Hli festo suspending polygamy.

Bearing In mind the authority of the
Hr'': first presldonay and twelve apostles over

tho whole body of tho Mormon Church,
It Is vory evident that If polygamy were

Mrl discountenanced by the leaders of that
church It would very soon bo a thing of

i the past among the members of that
church. On tho contrary, It appears that

J idnco tho admission of Utah Into the
i' Union as a State the authorities of tho

Mormon Church havo countenanced and
encouraged the commission of tho crime

j, of polygamy Instead of preventing It, as
II they could easily have done.
IS A sufficient numbor of specific Instances
!E of the taking of plural wives since the
I manifesto of 1S90. so called, have been
' ehbwn by tho testimony as having taken

H jl place among ofTiclals of tho Mormon
Church to demonstrate tho fact that tho

'X leaders In this church, the first presl- -
'Uj dency and tho twelvo apostles, connive at
k tho practice of taking plural wives, and
jl have dono so ever since tho manifesto
Hj was Issued which purported to put an

'jli end to tho practice. It has been shown
ilj by the testimony, so clearly .as to leave
l no doubt of the fact, that ns lato ns lS3o
Ij one Lillian Hamlin became the plural
',) wjfo of Abraham H. Cannon, who was
ik then an apostlo of the Mormon Church.

Tlilrt Is shown by tho proof of these

Down to tho year 1595 Hamlin
if. was a single woman. In l$9r she recolvcd
S attentions from Abraham II. Cannon,

these attentions being of a character to
Ij! Indicate that thero was more than a
(h frlondly relation existing between the
gl two. In June, 1836. Abraham H. Cannon

Mi. Informed his plural wife that ho was go- -

i Irig to California with Joseph F. Smith
ii and Lillian Hamlin to be married to Lll- -

r llan Hamlin at somo place outside the
c I'hlted States. While in California Jo- -

Ji soph F Smith went with Abrah&tn H
V' Cannon and Lillian Hamlin from Los

ngeles to Catallna Island. After the rc- -
T; turn of the party to Loa Angeles.. Abra- -
4 ham H. Cannon and Lillian Hamlin lived
Vi together as husband and wife, Rcturn- -
ft Ing to Salt Lake City. Abraham H. Can- -
ft non told his plural wife that ho had been

married to Lillian Hamlin From that
time It was generally reputed In the com- -

v munltv and understood by the families
of both Abraham H. Cannon and Lillian

h Hamlin that a marrlago had taken place
M) between them; that they had been mar- -

k; rlcd on tho high seas by Joseph F. Smith,
Lillian Hamlin rfssumcd the name of
Cannon, and a child to which she aftcr- -

,; wards gave birth bears the name of
''l annon and inherited a share of the e- -

to of Abraham H, Cannon. The promi- -
Ht: ''nee of Abraham IT Cannon in tho

!, hurch the publicity given to the fact of
j! lis taking Lillian Hamlin as a plural
l wife, render It practically Impossible that
t this should have been donf without the

knowledge, tho consent, and the connl--
vanco of tho headship of that church

George Teasdole, another apostle of the
t Mormon church, contracted a plural
$1 marriage with Marlon Scholes since tho
l' manifesto of 1890. Tho president of tho

Mormon church endeavors to, excue thisH'j act upo-- i the pretext that tho first mar- -
H'W tiage of George Teasdalc. was not a legal

marriage, but the testimony taken from
il tho divorce proceedings which separated

George Teasdale from his lawful wife,
whollj' controverts this assertion on tho

t part or President Smith.
It Is also In evidence that Walter Stead,

: a prominent Mormon, contracted a plural
j marriage after the manifesto of 1S90.

H't! Charles E. Merrill, a bishop of the Mor-B'- 1

mon church, tool: a plural wife in 1S91,

moro than a year after the Issuing of the
Hjt! manifesto. The ceremony uniting said

Merrill to hrs plural wife was performed
by his father, who was then and untilHi tho time of his death an apostle In tho
Mormon church It Is also shown thatH! John W. Taylor, another apostle of the
Mormon church, has been married to twoHi plural wives since tho Issuing of tho so- -

Hj; called manifesto.
Matthias F. Cowley, another of tho

3 twelve apostles, has also taken one or
Bii moro plural wives since the manifesto.

While tho proof that Apostles Taylor and
w Cowley have marrlbd plural wives sine

the manifesto may not be so frco from all
possible doubt as Is the proof in tho case

HJ of Abraham Cannon, the fact that the
K proofs presented to the committee show- -

Ing such marriages by Taylor and Cannon
Hv! stand wholly uncontrovorted. and the fur--

ther fact that Apoatles Taylor and Cow- -
ley. Instead of appearing before tho com- -
mlttce and denying the allegation, ovado

B: service of process Issued by tho commlt- -
PMpJfi tee for their appearanco, and refuse to ap- -

pear after being requested to do so, war--
BftVaa rant tho conclusion that the allegation Is
Bftpj true and that said Taylor and Cowley
Bapj! havo taken plural wives since tho manl- -
Pftpji! festo.
BbBJ While tho fact docs not appear frpm
BMBji any sworn testimony In tho case, It is a
BMpJ, matter of common report that Taylor and
BhWI Cowley havo recently been dropped from
BftpJt the list of apostles. But this fact In no
BftpJ; way counteracts the influence of tho Mor- -
BMpJ'l mon leaders In their encouragement of po- -

Jl lygamy. When Taylor and Cowley took
their more recent plural wives they wcro

PjpJ-- ; numbered among the apostles In good
BbbJ) standing. The fact that thoy had taken

J plural wives since tho manifesto was well
pftpj' known to their associates for months and
BftpJ years. But thoy vero continued as apoB- -

J. tics, and no action was taken In tho case
BBBJi of either until tho facts wore revealed to
BbBJv the world by this Investigation. And It is
BbBJi worthy of noto that theso apostles havo
Bftpj ' nob been complained of or brought to trial
PjpJt before tho church courts for disobeying

tho manifesto, nor havo they been do- -
BapjUfi prlved of their offlco or honors In the
BBBJIk church (as was dono In the case of Moses

Thatcher for a political offcnBO), but they
Ira are. still members of the church In good
JI standing, each still holds the olllco of an
HI elder In tho church, and each Is still a

PMpJI member of tho high priesthood of the
Q church.

BBBj! T.ho dropping of Taylor and Cowley
BhBhJ fcom .tho quorum of twelve apostle.! was
BMBjS so evidently dono for popular effect that

,5c act merits no consideration whatever,
J except as an admission by the first pres- -

idency and twelve apostles that Apostles
Taylor and Cowley havo each taken ono
or more plural wives since tho mnnlfesto.

It. is also proved that about the year l3o
Jam?3 Frahcls Johnson was married to a
plural wife, Clara Mabel Barber, tho

in this Instance being performed
by an apostle of tho Mormon church. To
these cases must be added that of Mar-rln-

W. Merrill, another apostle; J. M.
Tanner, superintendent of church schools;
Benjamin Cluff. Jr., president of Brlgham
Young university; Thomas Chamberlain,
counselor to the president of a stake;
Ttjshop Rathall, John Silver, Wlnslow
Farr, Heber Bennlon, Samuel S. Newton,
aVman pamed Okey, who contracted a
ntural marriage with Ovena Jorgensen In

1 the year 1897, and Morris Mlchelson aboutyear 1502. In the case of Benjamin
Jr., before referred to, the
marriage was tacitly sanctioned by

Joseph F. Smith when ho
to Sistor Cluff and tho work sho

been doing among tho children In
Diaz, Mexico."

Is morally Impossible that all these
of the laws of the State ofLthe by tho contracting of. plural

could havo been committed with

out the knowlcdgo of the first presidency
nnd tho twelvo apostles of tho Mormon
church. In two of the abovo cases, that
of George Tcasdalo and that of Benjamin,
Cluff, Jr., tho fact of tho plural mar-
riage was directly communicated to tho
president of the church, Joseph F. Smith,
and In the othor caHC, with the possible
exception of James Francis Johnson, the
fact of a plural mnrrlago having boon
celebrated was aq well knovn throughout
tho community that It Is not conceivable
that such marriages would not havo
been, called to tho attention of, the loaders
of the church. Indeed, thero was no de-

nial' on tho part of the first president or
any one of tho twelve apostles that thoy
learned of the fact that plural marriages
worft being contracted by otllclals of tho
Mormon church and that no attention was
paid to tho matter. Tho oxcuso given by
them was that It was not their duty to
Interfero in such matters; that the law
furnished a remedy. Furhermore. It was
shown by tho testimony of ono of tho
twelvo apostles and of other witnesses
that "under the established law of tho
church no person could secur a plural
wife except by consent of tho president
of tho church."
Suppression of Testimony by Mor-

mon Lenders.
It Is a fact of no llttlo significance In

Itself, boarlng on tho question whether
polygamous marrlnges havo been rcconliy
contracted In ITtnh by tho connivance of
the llrst presidency and twelve apostles
of tho Mormon church, that tho authori-
ties of said church havo endeavored to
suppress, and have succeeded In suppress-
ing, a great deal of testimony by which
tho fact of plural marriages contracted
bv thoHO who wore high In the councils
of tho church might havo been established
beyond the shadow of a doubt. Before tho
Investigation had begun It was well known
in Salt Lnke City that it was expected
to show on the part of the protestantB
that Apostles Georgo Tcasdalo. John W.
Tavlor. and M. F Cowley, nnd also Prof.
J M Tanner. Samuel Newton and others
who were an high officials of the Mormon
church had rccentlv taken nlurnl wives
and that In 1S06 Lillian Hamlin was scaled
to Apostle Abraham II. Cannon as a plu-

ral wife by ono of the first presidency
and twelvo apostles of the Mormon
church. All. or nearly all, of theso per-

sons except Abraham II. Cannon. who
was deceased, wore then within reach of
service of process from tho committee.
But shortly boforo the Investigation be-

gan all theso witnesses went out of tho

Subpoenas wero' Issued for each ono of
tho witnesses named, but In tho caso of
Samuel Newton only could the process of
tho commlttco be served. Mr. Newton
refused to obey tho ordor of the com-mltte- o.

alleging no reason or excuse for
not appearing. It Is shown that John W.
Taylor was sent out of the country by
Joseph F. Smith on a real or protended
mltslon for the church. And It Is unde-
niably truo that not only the apostles,
but also all other officials of tho Mormon
church, are at all times subject to tho
ordor of the governing authorities of the
church.

It would be nothing short of
for one to bellcvo that all theso

most Important witnesses chanced to
leave the United States at about the
same time and without rcferonco to tho
Investigation. All the facts and circum-
stances" surrounding tho transaction point
to tho conclusion that every ono of the
witnesses named left the country at the
Instance of tho rulers of the Mormon
church and to avoid testifying before the
committee. It is, furthermore, a fact
which cannot be questioned that every
ono of theso witnesses Is under the direc-
tion and control of tho first presidency
and twelvo apostles of the Mormon
church. Had thoso ofTiclals seen fit to di-

rect tho witnesses named to roturn to the
United States and give their testimony
beforo the committee, they would nave
been obliged to do so The reason why tho
said witnesses left tho country and have
refused to come beforo the committee Is
easy to understand, In view of tho testi-
mony showing tho contracting of plural
marriages by prominent officials of tho
Mormon church within the past few years.

It was claimed by the protestants that
the records kept In the Mormon tomplo at
Salt Lake City nnd Logan would disclose
the fact that plural marriages havo been
contracted In Utah slnco the manifesto
with tho sanction of tho officials of tho
church. A witness who was required to
bring the records In the temple nt Salt
Lake City refused to do so after consult-
ing with President Smith. It Is claimed
by counsel for Mr. Smoot that this, wit
ness was not- mentauy compeiowu iu tes-
tify; but his testimony may be searched
in vain for any Internal ovldonce of such
Incompetency, and thero was nothing In
the appearance of the witness when testi-
fying to suggest to the commlttco that ho
was not as competent to testify as any
witness who was examined during tho
course of the Investigation

The witness who was required to bring
tho records kept In tho templo at Logan
excused himself from attending on tho
plea of 111 health. But the Important part
of the mandate of the committee the
production of tho records was not obeyed
by sending the records, which could eas-

ily have been done.
In the case of other witnesses who wore

believed to have contracted plural mar-ralg-

since the year 1S90 all sorts of
shltts. tricks, and evasions were resorted
to In order to avoid servlco of a subpoena
to appear before the commltteo and tes- -

t,Thse Instances of the suppression of
testimony by the direct order or tacit
consent of tho ruling authorities of the
Mormon church warrant tho commlttco
In believing that the suppressed testimony
would, if produced. Btrongly corroborate
the testimony which was given, showing
that thoso who direct the nffairs of the
Mormon church countenance ahd encour-
age polygamous marriages, as w'ell as
polygamous1 cohabitation, and that the al-

legations of the protestantB In that re-

gard arc truo.

Mormon Officials Living in Polyga-
mous Cohabitation.

Asld6 from this It was shown by the
testimony, and in such a way that tho
fact could not possibly bo controverted,
that a majority of thoso wh6 give tho
law to tho Mormon church aro now, and
havo boon lor years, living in open, no-

torious and Bhameless polygamous co-

habitation. Tho list of thoso who arc thus
guilty of violating the laws of tho State
and tho rules of public decency la headed
by Joseph F. Smith, tho first .president,
"nronhet. ecor, and revelator of tho
lormon churc.i who. testified In regard to

that subject as follows;

tr Tavlcr Is the cohabitation with one
who U claimed to b a plural wife a violation
of the law of the church n well as of tho
law of tho land?

Mr. Smith. That wmi the coe. and In the
C

Mr. CTft"lodawhat waa tho case; what you

Xrmlth. "That It is contrary to th. rule
of tho church, and contrary ae well to tho law
of iho land, for a man to cohabit with his
wives I have cohabited with my
wives'; not openly-t- hat Is. not In a manner
That I would be offensive to my
nefchbors-b- ut I acknowledged them: I have
do!v U, knowing the responsibility and know-ln- c

that I was amcnablo to tho law.
Mr. Tayler. In 1602. Mr. Smith, how many

Wives did you haveT
Mr. 8mlth. In 1S327

Mr. Tayler. Yes. . . .
Mr. Smith. I had five.
Mr Tayler. My question Is. How many

chlldron hav been born to him by tbes wives

"'sir. Smith. I had eleven children born since

Mr. Tayler. Those are all tho children that
have been born to you fines 1S30? i

Mr. Smith. Tes, sir; those are all.
Mr. Tayler. Were those children by all of

your wives: that 1b, did all of your wives bear
children

Mr. Smith. All of my wives bore children.
Mr. Taylor. Since 1S?
Mr. Smith. That 19 correct.
The Chairman. I understand since 1890?
Mr. Smith. Since 1EJ0. I said that I have

had born to m lavan children since 1530, each
of my wives belni? tho mother of from one to
two of thoso children.

The Chairman. Mr. Smith, I will not press
It. but I will ark you If you have any objec-
tion to stating how many children you have
In all- -

Mr. Smith. Altogether?
The Chairman. Yes. v

Mr. Smith. I have had bom to me, sir.
forty-tw- o children twenty-on- o boys and
twonty-on- o girls and I am proud of overy one
of them.

The Chairman. Do you obey the law In hav-
ing five wives at this time and having them
bear to you eleven children since the mani-
festo of 1M0?

Mr. Smith. Mr. Chairman, I have not
claimed that in that caao I havo objeyed the
law of the land.

o

Tho Chairman. That Is all.
Mr. Smith. I do not claim so, and, as I

paid boforo, that I prfer to stand my chances
against tho law. (Vol. 1. pp. 119, 13.1, US, 107.

The list also Includes George Teasdale,
an apostle; John W. Taylor, an apostlo;
John Henry Smith, nn apostlo; Marrlnor
W. Morrill, also nn apostlo; Hcber J.Grant, nn apostle; M. F. Cowley, an apos-
tlo; Charles N . Ponrosc, an apostlo; and
Francis M. Lyman, who Is not only an
apostle, but the probable successor of h

F. Smith ns president of tho church.
Thus It appears that the llrst president
and eight of the twelvo apostles, a con-
siderable majority of the ruling authori-
ties of tho Mormon church, are noted

In addition to these, tho list IncludesBrlghnm II. Roberts, who Is one of thepresidents of seventies nnd a leading olll-cl-

of tho churoh; J. M. Tanner, superin-
tendent of tho church Bchools; Andrew
denson. assistant historian of the church;
Thomas 11. Merrill, a bishop of the
church; Alma Merrill, one of tho presi-
dency of a church stake; Angus M. Can-
non, patriarch of the Mormon Church; a
man named Grconwnld. who Is at the
head of a church school; Gcorgo Rey-
nolds, one of tho llrst seven presidents of
seventies nnd first assistant superintend-
ent of Sunday-school- s of tho world;
Gcorgo H. Brlmhall, presidont of Brlgham
doling University; nnd Joseph Hickman,
teacher In Brlgham Young University.
All tho officials named wero appointed,
either dlructly or Indirectly, by tho Qrat
presidency and twelvo apostlos; and In
the cjiac of J. M. Tanner, his appointment
to his present office was mado after ho
had been compelled to resign his position
ns presidont of tho agricultural college
because of tho fact that he was a polyg-aml- st

Thoso facts abundantly Justify the as-
sertion made In tho protest that "the hu- -

Sromo authorities In tho church, of whom
Reed Smoot is one, to wit,

tho first presidency and twelvo apostles,
not only connive tit violation of, but pro-
tect and honor tho violators of tho laws
against polygamy and polygamous cohab-
itation "

It will bo seen by tho foregoing that not
only do tho first prosldoncy and twelve
apostles oncourago polygamy by precept
and teaching, but that a majority of the
members of that body of rulers of the
Mormon people glvo tho practice of po-
lygamy still further and greater encour-
agement hy living tho lives of polyga-mlst- a,

and this openly nnd In tho sight
of all their followers In tho Mormon
Church It cannot be doubted that this
method of encouraging polygamy Is
much more efficacious than the teaching
of that crime by means of the writings
and publications of the lcadors of tho
church, and this upon tho familiar prin-
ciple that "actions speak louder than
words." '

And not only do the president and a
majority of the twelve apostles of tho
Mormon Church practice polygamy, but
In tho case of each and every ono guilty
of this crlmrt who testified beforo the
committee, the determination was ex-

pressed openly nnd defiantly to continue
tho commission of this crime without re-
gard to the mandates of tho law or tho
prohibition contained In the manifesto.
And It Is In evidence that tho said first
president, addressing a largo concourse
of the members of tho Mormon Church
at tho tabernacle In Salt Lake City In
the month of June, 1904, declared that If
he were to discontinue tho polygamous
relation with his plural wives he should
be forever damned, and forever deprived
of the companionship of God and those
most dear to him throughout eternity.
Thus It appears that the "prophot. seer,
nnd rovelator" of the Mormon Church
pronounces a decree of eternal condemna-
tion throughout all eternity upon all
members of the Mormon Church who,
having taken plural wives, fall to con-
tinue the polygamous relation So that
the testimony upon that subject, taken as
a whole, can leave no doubt upon any
reasonable mind that the allegations In
the protect are true, and that those who
are In authority In the Mormon Church,
of whom Mr. Smoot Is one, are encour-
aging tho practice of polygamy among
the members of that church, and that
polygamy le being practiced to such an
extent as to call for the severest con-
demnation In all legitimate ways.

The Manifesto a Deception.
Against 'theso facts the authorities of

tho Mormon Church urgo that in tho
year 1S0O what Is generally termed a
manifesto was Issued by the first presi-
dency of that church, suspending tho
practice of polygamy among tho mem-
bers of that church. It may bo said In
the first place that this manifesto mis-
states tho facts In regard to tho solemni-
zation of plural marriages within a short
period preceding tho Issuing of the man-
ifesto. It now appears that In a numbor
of Instances plural marrlagcfl had been
solemnized In tho Mormon Church, and.
In tho case of thoso high in authority in
that Church, within a very few months
preceding tho Issuing of the manifesto.

It Is also observable that this manifesto
in no way declares tho principle of polyg-
amy to be wrong or abrogates it aa a
doctrine of tho Mormon Church, but sim-
ply suspends tho practice of polygamy to
bo resumed at somo more convenient sea-
son, olther with or without another reve-
lation. It is now claimed by the first
president and other prominent officials of
the Mormon Church that tho manifesto
was not a revelation, but was, at the
most, nn inspired document, designed "to
meet tho hard conditions then confront-
ing" thoso who vero practicing polygamy
and polygamous cohabitation, leaving
what the Mormon leaders aro pleased to
term "tho principle of plural marriage"
as much a tenet of their faith and rule
of practice when possible, as It was be-

foro tho manifesto was Issued. Upon
that subject Joseph F. Smith testified as
follows:

Mr. Tayler. Tho revelation which Wllford
Woodruff received In consequence of which
tho command to take plural wives was sus-

pended did not, ba you understand, chango tho
dlvlno view of plural marrlago, did It?

Mr. Smith It did not chango our belief
at all,

Mr. Tayler. It did not chawre your belief
at all?

Mr. Smith. Not at all. sir.
Mr. Taylor. You continued to believe that

plural marrluRes wore rlpht?
Mr. Smith Wo" did. I did, at least I do

not answer for anybody else. I continue to
bellcvo aa I did beforo. (Vol. 1, p. 107 )

And one of tho twolve apoatles has de-

clared tho fact to bo that "the manifesto
Is only a trick to beat tho devil at his
own game." Further than tills, it Is
conceded by all that this manfesto was
Intended to prohibit polygamous cohabi-
tation as Htrongly as It prohibited tho sol-
emnization of plural marriages. In the
case of polygamous cohabitation, the
manifesto has been wholly disregarded
by tho members of the Mormon Church.
It Is hardly reasonable to expect that the
mombers of that church would havo any
greater regard for tho prohibition of
plural marrlago.
One Living in Polygamous Cohabita-

tion Is in Law a Polygamost.
The members of tho first presidency

and twelvo apostles of the Morman
Church claim that there Is a distinction
between what they torm polygamy that
Is, the contracting of plural marriages
and polygamous cohabitation with plural
wives. But under the clrcumotances this
distinction Is llttlo short of ridiculous.
As Is demonstrated by the testimony, tho

manifesto was aimed at polyga-
mous cohabitation, as well as against tho
taking of plural wives, and It Is the veri-
est sophistry to contend that open no-

torious cohabitation with plural wives Is
less offensive to public morals than the
taking of additional wives, Indeed. It la
tho testimony of nome of those who re-
side in communities that arc cursed by
the evils of polygamy that polyga-
mous cohabitation Is fully as

to the sense of decency of the
Inhabitants of those communities as
would be the taking of plural wives.

And this excuse of tho Mormon leaders
Is as baseless In law a3 it Is In morals.
In the caso of Murphy vs. Ramsay, de-

cided by the Supremo Court of the Unit-
ed States, volume 111, page 15. It was
decided that any man is a polygamlst
who maintains the relation of husband to
a plurality of wives, even though In fact
he may cohabit with only one. Tho
court further hold In the same caso that
a man occupying this relation to two or
moro women can only cease to be a po-
lygamlst when he has finally and fully
dissolved tho relation of husband to sev-
eral wives. In other words, thero Is and
can bo no practical difference In law or
In morals between tho offense of taking
plural wives and the offenso of polyg-
amous cohabitation. The samo dlctrlne Is
affirmed In the case of Cannon vs. United

States (11C U. S. Supreme Court Reports,
p. M).

Mr. Smoot Itosponsible for tho Con-

duct of the Organization to
Which He Belongs.

It la urged in behalf of Mr. Smoot
that, conceding It to be truo that the first
president and somo of tho apostles are
living In polygamy and that somo of the
leaders of tho Mormon church oncourago
polygamous practices, Mr. Smoot himself
Ib not a polygamlst, does not practice po-

lygamy, and that there Is no evldnck
that he has personally and individually
oncourngod tho practlco of polygamy by
members of tho Mormon church, and that
ho ought not to be condemned becauso ot
tho acts of his associates. This position
Is wholly untenable. Mr. Smoot Is an In-

separable part of the governing body of
tho Mormon church the first presidency
and twolvo apostles and thoso who com-
pose that organization form a unit, an
entirety, and whatever 13 dono by that
organization la the act of each and every
member thorcof, nnd whntovcr policy la
adopted nnd pursued by tho body which
controls tho Mormon church Mr. Smoot
must bo hold to be responsible for as a
member of that body. That ono may bo
legally, as well ns morally, responsible
for unlawful acts which ho docs not him-
self commit Is a rule of law too elemen-
tary to requlro discussion. "What ono
does by another h docs by himself" Is a
maxim aa old afi tho common law. And
ns tho first presidency and twolvo apos-
tlos of tho Mormon church havo author-
ity ovor tho spiritual affairs of tho mem-bor- a

of that church, It follows that such
governing body of said church has su-
premo authority over tho members "
that church In respect to tho practlco
of polygamy nnd polygamous cohabita-
tion.

In England in former years, and under
tho common law, matters of marriage, di-

vorce, and legitimacy woro under the
Jurisdiction of tho eccloBlastloal courts of
tho Kingdom, In which the punishment
was In tho naturo of a spiritual ponnlty
for the good of tho soul of the offender,
this penalty In many cases bolng that of
excommunication or expulsion from tho
church. (1 Blackstone's Commentaries,
431; 3 Blackstone's Commentaries, C; 4

Blackstone's Commentaries, 153 and noto,
Reynolds v United States. 9S U- - S 145.
lfrl-16- And In later years, while the
civil law now prohibits and punishes
bigamy, thr. authorities of every Christian
church in tils country take cognizance of
matrimonial affairs and by tho authority
of the church In spiritual matters prevent
and punish by censure or expulsion any
Infraction of tho rules of tho church re-

garding marriage.
The testimony taken upon this Investi-

gation shows beyond controversy that tho
authority of tho first presidonoy and tho
twelo apostles of the Mormon church
over the members of sold church la si:ch
that wero the said first presidency nnd
twelvo apostles to prohibit the practice
of polygamy and polygamous cohablta-- .

tlon by Its members and abandon Hie
practlco themselves and expel from tho
church all who should persist in the
practlco, thoso offenses would Instantly
cease In that church. And tho fact that
not a single member of tho Mormon
church has ever fallen Into disfavor on
account of polygamous practices Is con-
clusive proof that the ruling authorities
of that church countenance and o.ncour-"ag- o

polygamy.
Tho conduct of Mr Smoot In this regard

cannot bo separated from that of his as-
sociates In tho gOvernmont of tho Mor-
mon church. Whatever his private opin-
ions or his prlvato conduct may ho, he
stands beforo the world as nn Integral
part of tho organization .vhlcn encour-
ages, counsels, and approves, polygamy,
which not only falls to dlaclpltno thoso
who break the laws of tho courtry, but,
on tho contrary, loads with honors and
favors those who aro among the most
noted polygamlsts within the palo of that
church- -

It Is an elementary principle of law
that where two or more persons are as-
sociated together In an net, an organiza-
tion, an enterprise, or a course of con-
duct, which Is In Its character or pur-
pose unlawful, tho act of any one of
thoso who aro thus associated Is tho act
of all, and tho act of any numbor of the
associates Is the act of each one of the
others.

An eminent legal authority 3aya:
Every person entering Into a conspiracy or

common design already formed Is deemed In
law a party to all acts done by any of tho
other parties, beforo or afterward. In further-
ance of the common design. Tho principle on
which tho nets und declarations ot other con-

spirators, and acts done at different times,
aro admitted In evidence against tho persons
prosecuted Is that by tho act of conspiring to-

gether the conspirators havo Jointly assumrd
to thomselvcs, m a body, the attribute of In-

dividuality so far as regards the prosecution
of tho common design, thus rendering what-ev-

is done or 6ald by any one In furtherance
of that design a part of the res gtstao and
therefore tho act of all. (2 Orecnlenf on Evi-
dence, sece. 93, 91. Sell also Commonwealth
v Warren, 6 Mass . 74; People vs. Mather, 4

Wend . K3, 260; Peoplo vs. Pcckens. 153 N. Y.,
576, 538, 593; United Stat6s v. Gooding. IS Wheat-on- ,

4M. 469; American Fur Company vs. United
States, 2 Peters, 30$. 365; Nudd et al. vs Bur-
rows. 91 U. S.. 120, I3S; United States vs.
Mitchell, 1 Hughes 4S9 (Federal cases No.
16790), Stewart vs. Johnson, 3 Har. (K. J.),
87; Hlnchman vs. Ritchie, Brlghtley's N. P.
(Pa.), 113; Freeman vs. Stlne, 31 Leg, Int.
(Pa.), 95, Spies et al. vs. People, 122 Illi-
nois, 1.

Tho case last cited Illustrates this prin-
ciple moro forcibly than any of the oth-
ers referred to. In that case, which Is
commonly known as "the anarchists'
case," there was, ns to some of tho de-

fendants, very little ovldenco, and as to
others of the defendants no satisfactory
evidence that they wero present at the
commission of tho murder with which
they wero charged, or advised or Intend-
ed tho murder which was committed by
an unknown person. But It was proved
that the defendants were members of an
organization known as tho International
Association of Chicago, having for Its ob-

ject tho destruction of tho law and gov-
ernment and" Incidentally of tho police
and mllltla as the representatives of low
and government, and that somo of the
defendants had, by spoken and
printed appeals to worklngmen nnd
others, urged the use of forco. deadly
weapons, nnd dynamlto In resistance to
the law and Its officers.

In denying tho motion for a now trial
in tho anarchists' caso tho Judge who
presided at tho trial used tho following
language:

Now on tho question of tho Instructions,
whether theso defendants, or uny of thorn,
anticipated or expected the throwing of tho
bomb on tho night of the 4th of May Is notra
question which I need to consider, becauso
tho conviction cunnot bo sustained, If that In
necessary to a conviction, howovor much evi-
dence of It thero may be, because tho Instruc-
tions do not go upon that ground. Tho Jury
wero not Instructed to find tho defendants
guilty If thoy behoved they participated In
the" throwing of that bomb, or advised or en-
couraged tho throwing of that bomb, or any-
thing of that sort. Conviction has not gono
upon tho ground that they did have any per-
sonal participation In the particular act which
caused tho death of Degan, but the conviction
proceeds upon tho ground, under tho Instruc-
tions, that thoy had generally by spoech and
print advised large cIoasos of the people, not
particular Individuals, but large classes, to
commit murder, and havo left tho commission,
time, and place, to tho Individual will and
whim, or caprice, or whatever It may be, of
each Individual man who listened to their ad-
vice and Influenced by that advlco somebody
not known did throw the bomb which caused
Dcgan'3 death. (Century Magazine, April,
1S93. p 45.)

It will bo seen by the decision of the
court upon the motion for a new trial In
tho case of Spies et al v. People that the
anarchists were not convicted upon the
ground that they had participated In the
murder of which they were convicted.
Whether they were or were not partici-
pants In the commission of this crime was
not tho main question at Ibsuc. They
wero convicted because they belonged to
an organization which, as an organiza-
tion, advised the commission of acts
which would lead to murder.

Of like Import Is the decision, in tho
caso of Davis v. Reason, decided by tho
Supreme Court of the United States In
1SS0, the decision being reported In volume
133, United States Supremo Court Reports,
page 333. At the time of this decision tho
Revised Statutes of the State of Idaho
provided that no person "who Is a mem-
ber of any order, organization, or asso-
ciation which teaches, advises, counsels,
or encourages Its members, dovolees, or
any other persons to commit the crime of
bigamy or polygamy, or any other crime
defined by law, cither as a rite or cere-
mony of such order, organization, or as-
sociation or otherwise, la permitted to
vote at anv election or to hold any posi

tion or office of honor, trust, or profit
within this Territory.

Thl3 provision of law the Supronio Court
of the United States held to bo constitu-
tional and legal. It will bo observed that
this act disfranchises certain persons
and makes them Inellglblo to any position
or olllco of honor, trust, or profit, not for
committing the crlrno of polygamy, nor
for teaching, advising, counseling, or en-

couraging others to commit tlio crime,
but becauso of their membership. In an
organization which tenches, advises,
cumist'Is, and encourages others to com-
mit tho crime of polygamy. In WbOley v.
Watklns (2 Idaho Rep., 655, r,6G), tho court
says:

Orders, organization.", and associations by
whatever name they may to called, which
teach, udvloe. counsel, or oncourago tho prac-
tice or commlvslon of nets forblddon by law.
aro criminal organizations. To become nnd
conttnuo to bo members of such organizations
or nisoclntlons aro such overt acts of recog-
nition anil participation an make them porll-ce-

crlmlnls nnd as guilty, In contemplation
of crlmnnl law, ns though they actually en-
gaged In furthering their unlawful obJectH
nnd purposes. (See also Innltf v. Bolton. 2
Idnho Rep., 107. lU.)

It being a fact that tho first presidency
nnd tho twelvo apostles of tho Mormon
church teach, advise, counsel, nnd encour-ag- e

tho mombors of that church to prac-
tlco polygamy and polygamous cohabita-
tion, which nro contrary to. both law and
morals, and Mr Smoot, being a membor
of that organization, he must fall under
tho samo condemnation.

And the rulo In civil cases Is tho samo
as that which obtains In the administra-
tion of criminal law. Ono who Is a mem-
ber of an association of any nature Is
bound by the action of his associates,
whether ho favors or disapproves of Buch
notion. He can at any time protect him-
self from tho consequences of any future
action of his associates by withdrawing
from tho association, but while- ho re-

mains a member of tho association ho Is
responsible for whatever his associates
may do.

Mr. Smoot Has Countenanced and En-

couraged Polygamy.
But tho complicity of Mr. Smoot in tho

conduct of tho leaders of tho Mormon
church In encouraging polygamy and po-
lygamous cohabitation docs not consist
wholly In tho fact that he is one of tho
govornlng body of that church. By re-

peated acts, and in a number of in-
stances, Mr. Smoot has, as a member of
tho quorum or tho twolvo apostles, given
active aid and Bupport to thfl members
of tho first presidency and twelvo apostles
In their defiance of tho laws of the Stnto
of Utah and of the laws of common de-
cency, nnd their encouragomont of polyg-
amous practices by both precept and ex- -,

ample.
It Is shown by tho testimony of Mr.

Smoot hlmsolf that he assisted in tho ele-
vation of Joseph F Smith to tho presi-
dency, of tho MOrmon church. That he
has slnco repeatedly voted to sustain said
Joseph F. Smith, and that ho bo voted
after full knowledge that said Joseph F.
Smith was living In polygamous cohabi-
tation and had asserted his Intention to
continue In this course In defiance of the
laws of God and man. He also assisted In
tho selection of Hober J. Grant as presi-
dent of a mission when It was a matter
of common notorloty that said Heber J.
Grant was n polygamlst. He voted for
tho election of Charles W. Ponroso as an
apostlo of the Mormon church after tes-
timony had been given In this Investiga-
tion showing him to bo a polygamlst. It
1b difficult to perceive how Mr. Smoot
could have given greater encouragement
to polygamy and polygamous cohabitation
than by thus assisting In conferring ono
of tho highest honors nnd offices In tho
Mormon church on one who had been and
was then guilty of theso crimes. As
trustee of nn educational Institution ho
made no protest against the contlnuanco
In ofllco of Benjamin Cluff, Jr., a noted
polygamlst, as president of that Institu-
tion, nor made any effort to discover the
truth that said Cluff had taken another
plural wlfo long after tho manifesto. Nor
did ho make any protest, as such trustee,
against tho election of George H. Brlm-
hall, another polygamlst, In tho place of
Bonjamln Cluff. Jr.

Since his election as an apostlo of the
Mormon church Mr. Smoot has been

associated with the first presi-
dent and with those who with himself
constitute the council of the twelve
apostles. Tho fact that many of theso
officials wero living In polygamous rela-
tions with a number of wives was a mat-
ter of such common knowledge In tho
community that It Is Incredible 'that Mr.
Smoot should not havo had sufficient no-

tice of this condition of affairs to at least
have put him on Inquiry. If he did not
know of theso facts, it was because ho
took pains not to bo informed of
them. At no time has he uttered a
syllable of protest against tho con-
duct of his associates In tho lead-
ership of the Mormon church, but, on
tho contrarv, has sustained thorn In their
oncouragement of polygamy and polyga-
mous cohabitation, both by his acts (ns
hereinbefore set forth) and by his silence.
In tho Judgment of tho committee Mr.
Smoot Is no more entitled to a seat in
the Senate than ho would bo If he were
associating In polygamous cohabitation
with a plurality of wives.
Domination of Leaders of the Mor-

mon Church in Secular Affairs.
A careful examination and considera-

tion of tho testimony taken before the"
commlttoe in this investigation leads to
tho conclusion that the allegations In tho
protest concerning tho domination of tho
leaders of the Mormon church In seou-l- ar

affairs are true, and that the first
presidency and twelvo apostles of tho
Church of Josus Christ of Latter-da- y

Saints oxorclso a controlling inlluenco
over the action of tho members of that
church In secular affairs as well as in
spiritual matters; and that, contrary to
the principles of tho common law, under
which wo live, and tho Constitution of
the State of Utah, tho said first presi-
dency and twelvo apostles of the Mor-
mon church domlnato tho affairs of the
State and constantly interfere In the per-
formance of Its functions. Tho domina-
tion by leaders of the church under their
claim to exerclso dlvlno authority In all
matters Is manifested In a general way
in Innumerable Instances.

The right to do so Is openly claimed by
those who profess to speak In bohalf of
tho church. As lato as February' 25, 1504,

ono of tho twelvo apostles, In a public
address, said "that from tho viowpolnt of
tho gospel thero could bo no separation
of temporal and spiritual things, and
thoso who object to church peoplo

nnd taking part In temporal things
have no truo conception of tho gospel of
Christ and thd mission of tho church."

Tho mothod by which tho first presi-
dency and twolve apostles of the Mor-
mon church direct all temporal affairs of
the members of that church under tho
claim that such direction Is by dlvlno au-
thority, Is by requiring the members of
the church In all their affairs, both spir-
itual and temporal, and especially the
latter, to "take counsel." ThlB means
that they aro to bo advised by tholr im-
mediate superiors. These superiors In

"turn take their instructions from thoso
above them, and so on back to tho point
whence most, If not all, those directions
emanate that Is, the first presidency and
twelvo apostlcB.

As was said by Mr. Chlof Justice Zano
of Utah In 1SS7:

At tho head of this corporate body, accord-
ing to the faith protested, Is a seer and rve-lato- r,

who receives In revelations the will of
the Infinite God concerning tho duty that man
owes to himself, .to his fellow-being- to

to human government, and to God, In
subordination to this head are a vast number
of officials of various kinds nnd descriptions,
comprising a most minute and complete or-
ganization. Tho people comprising this organ-
ization claim to direct nnd lead by Inspira-
tion which Is above all human wisdom, subject
to o power above all municipal government,
above all man-mad- o law. Vol. 1(, p. 209.)

Tho phrase "take counsel" does not
mean that tho members of tho church
shall inquire of those above them In all
cases concerning their action, but that
they shall receive counsel that is, dire-
ctionfrom those .above them, and this
counsel thoy are to 'Implicitly oboy. If
they fall to do so. they are excommuni-
cated from the church and deprived, not
only of the privileges of membership In
tho church, but, as they are assured and
believe, they thereby forfeit all hopo of
happiness In a future life. Tho absolute
RUbmission of the great moss of the Mor-
mon church Is illustrated by tho fact that
it is laid down by tho leaders of the
church as a cardinal principle to the
members that, If their file leaders say
white Is black, it Is their duty to say
"white la black."

Instances of the Interference of the
leaders of the Mormon church in tho sec

ular affairs of their followers could bo
multiplied almost without number.

In ono case a bishop of tho church was
deposed from his ofilccs In the church

ho promised to obey the laws
against polygamy.

Another' official of tho Mormon churoh
was excommunicated for bolonglng to an
organization for tho enforcement of the
laws and opposing the interference of thu
church in public affairs.

Another Mormon olllclal was degraded
In the church for refusing to obey his file
loader.

In another case tho mombers of a firm
doing business In Salt Lako City wore
expelled from tho Mormon church be-

causo they persisted In engaging In mi-
ning operations contrary to tho command
of tho authorities of the church.

In another Instance the church authori-
ties Interfered in the matter of the estab-
lishment of an cloctrlc-llgh- t plant.

In 1M3 two members of tho Mormon
church who built a dancing pavilion In
opposition to tho "counsel" of tho church
authorities wire summoned for trial nntt
excommunl-MLllon- , and finally compro-
mised tho matter by turning over to tho
church officials tho management of the
pavilion and 25 per cent of tho net earn-
ings.

In another case thero was a general un-
derstanding that the church, by Its au-
thorities, directed the location of a rail-
road station. In 36CO four members of
tho Mormon Church wcro excommuni-
cated for apostney In desiring "to open
up mines against tho teachings of the
holy priesthood."

In another and recent Instance, occur-
ring as lato as tho early part of 1M3, a.
Mormon official was deposed from his of-

ficial position for writing a letter tT u
nuwHpapcr criticising Mr. Smoot and his
political ambitions.

In another Instance, occurring In 1S97, a
Mormon otflclal was deposed from his of-

ficial relation to tho church for distribut-
ing at a school election a ticket dlfferont
frpm that prescribed by the church au-
thorities.

In the year 1905 a teacher In tho Mor-
mon Church was cut off from tho church
for apostasy, the ostensible foundation
for this charge being a crltlclBm of tho
head of tho church for his polygamous
practices; the real ground being that tho
accuBcd had persisted In ongaging in tho
manufacture of salt, against tho lntorcsts
of tho president of tho church and somo
ot his associates.

In what Is known as tho Blrdsall cast?
tho officials of the Mormon Church as-
sumed Jurisdiction of a controversy con-
cerning tho tltlo to real estate, and not
only directed a, conveyanco of the title
to a tract of land, but wont further and
enforced Its decree by spiritual penalties.
As has already been stated, no member
of tho Mormon Church (with possibly a"

slnglo oxceptlon) has ever boon disciplined
for polygamy or polygamous cohabitation
In defluncu of tho law and of tho man-
ifesto; but an obsouro nnd fceblo
woman was excommunicated from the
church and driven to the vergo of Insan-
ity for refusing to obey the dictates of
tho church leaders and relinquish tho
title to a pleco of land in favor of ono
who had no shadow of legal title thereto,
As was testified by one of the witnesses
for tho protestants:

Whenover a man disregards tho teachings
and Instructions or counsels of tho leAdors
of the church ho has tho Bplrlt of apostasy

A forcible illustration of the domination
of tho leaders of tho Mormon Church
over tho secular affairs of tho people
Is furnished by tho fact that while a ma-
jority of theso lenders have for yeare
boon living In polygamous relations, In
doflanco of law, no one dares to attempt
to bring them to Justlco for fear of the
consequences which would be visited by
tho church on the one who should make
tho complaint. And whenever ono has
been daring enough to mako complaint
for polygamous conabltatlon against any
member ol the church tho officers of the
law have rofused to prosecute, or thoso
who wero prosecuted and convicted havo
boon roloaood aftr the Infliction of a
meroly nominal punishment.

The control which the governing b.ody
of tho Mormon Church exorcises over the
secular affairs of tho State of Utah Is
well Illustrated by tho fact that for many
years past what are known as "religion
classos1' have been taught in connection
with the publlo schools of that Stato. In
theso classes the youth of Utah are in-

structed In the doctrlnos of the Mormon
Church by teachers in the publlo schools,
supported by Stato taxation, tho course
of study bolng prescrlbod by officials oT

tho church. This course of study In-

cludes the lives of noted Mormons whose
chlof claim to eminence in tho church lies
In their having taken a multiplicity of
wives nnd In tholr continuance In tho
crime of polygamous cohabitation.

The teaching of the doctrines, faith,
and practlco of tho Mormon Church In
tho public schools of Utah, under tho di-

rection of the high priesthood of tho
church, is not ony contrary to the gen-
eral law governing the use of school-house- s

as expounded by tho courts of
this country, but Is also expressly forbid-
den by the constitution of tho Stato of
Utah, which provides, In artlclo 1, section
4, as follows:

No publlo money or property shall be ap-
propriated for or applied to any religious
worship, exercises, or instruction, or for the
support of any ecclesiastical establishment.
(Schofleld vs. School Dlst, 27 Conn , 493;
Spencer vs. Joint School Dlst., IS Kan., 239;
School District vs. Arnold. 21 Wis.. 657.)

Such teaching la also prohibited by a
statute of tho State of Utah, which de-
clares that "No atheistic, Infidel, secta-
rian, religious, or denominational doc-
trinal doctrines shall be taught In any of
tho district schools of thin State." (Re-
vised Statutes of Utah, sec 134S.)

The conduct of the ruling authorities of
tho Mormon Church in directing tho
teaching of ""religion classes" la the
echolhouses of Utah affords a fair Illus-
tration of tho contempt with which the
rulers of that church treat all laws and
restrictions whloh stand In the way of
their desires, or of their own interests or
what they conceive to be the Interests of
the church of which tho are the head,

The fact that these religion claasoa
havo been discontinued slnco their oxlet-onc-o

was revealed by this investigation
serves to omphaslzo the truth that the
Mormon Church dominates the affairs of
tho State of Utah In educational matters
as well as In other respects.

Political Domination of the Mormon
Church.

But It Is In political affairs that the
domination of the first .presidency and
twelve apostles of tho Mormon Church Is
most efficacious and most Injurious to the
Interests of the State. Tho constitution
of the State of Utah provides "There
Bhnll be no union of church and State,
nor shall any church domlnato tho State
and Interfero with Its functions," (Vol.
1, p. 25.) Notwithstanding this plain pro-
vision of the constitution of Utah, the
proof offered on tho Investigation demon-
strates beyond the possibility of doubt
that tho hierarchy at tho head of the
Mormon Church has for years past
formed a perfect union botweon the Mor-
mon Church and tho State of Utah, and
that tho church through its head domi-
nates the affairs of the State In things
both great and small. Even before state-
hood was an accomplished fact, and while
tho Stato was in procoss of formation,
and aftorwards, during the sessions of
the first and succeeding Legislatures, It
was notorious that a commltteo apoolnt-e- d

by the leaders of tho Mormon Churoh
was supervising the legislation of the
Stato.

At about the same time, or shortly prior
thereto, It became known throughout
Utah that tho leading officials of tho
Mormon Church desired that the voters
belonging to that church should bo di-
vide on oolltlcal lines that about one-ha- lf

should belong to "one of tho great
political parties of the nation and the
othor half to the other party, leaving a
considerable number unasslgnod to either
party, 6o that their votes could be cast
for one party or the other, as might bo
necessary to further the interests of that
church.

It Is, of course, intended by tho lead-
ers of tho church that this Influence shall
be secretly exerted, and this is in many
cases, if not in most cases, easily ac-
complished by means of the perfect ma-
chinery of the church, which has been
adverted to, by which the will of the first
presidency and twelve apostles is trans-
mitted through ecclesiastical channels,
talked over In praydr circles of the high
councils of tho church, and then promul-
gated to tho members of the church as
''the will of tho Lord." Notwithstanding
this attompt at secrecy, it hao for many
years been a matter "of common knowl-
edge among tho people of those States
In which the Mormon Church is strong-
est that political Influence Is being con-
tinually exerted In the matter of Stat
and lower municipal officials. An was
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nnd told those whom he had (

together that he had rccelv Ini
from the first presidency;! u
that the candidate ot the D in
the bishop belonged should, 8 fe
Congress. In tho same year la
samo election the president-mo-

Church took occasion to:

tcr to the bishops of his chut
the candidacy of a certain 'g t4
Representative In CongreM, 1 &
of tho apostles of the Morrfti
a letter to one of the first tfe
seventies virtually advocatel r

of a certain candidato for i
United States Senate. "

In 1902 an apostle of the MM e
went through one of the con
ho, telling the Mormon voteri t
the will of the church that!
vote a certain ticket. ", sjv

In later years the method 9 (j,
by tho Mormon Church in
has been, to a great extent.
a rulo requiring thoso of as .
ln the church to "take cd
becoming candidates for j Ek

This virtually puts into tlm w
Mormon priesthood the flllln r
oua offices In the State., ti t'
takes to Itself the right j L;
shall bo tho candidates fori
Is no other choice left to1? 7'
dates or people Under thl
pie cannot vote' for anyone fir
Incnt member of the Morma r1
less tho ruling authorities 'l J

permit him to be a ndid J
thereby becomes a apecjea
usurpation, striking at the J
tlonB of our Government. O H
litlcal system Ib based on t

voter has tho right to J
ono ho ploasos, and that the.
right to call upon whofnol
to represont them and to
affairs of the nation andj
monwealth But the
promulgated and enforced Nt

of the Mormon Church J c

member of that church frojl
nation or tho Stnto
designated for such ervlaa
rarchy w'hlch governs said t

means that the State hllp
things In and through 'the -

tho church. .i.wii
Tho pretext under which Jf

the Mormon Churoh exeuM f&

of candidates for public om M
a rulo of the church deal WfJBfc
high officials in 'JlJiIng engaged ln
neglect of their cccleHl38ticJ.

This veil Is too
motives and dcBlgns or wj.
priesthood. Were that tMMjn
for tho adoption of the ,n"
mado to apply to nil ?J4of the Mormon Church f

stances, and all would bt . J

becoming pndl,3at" ibfdK
And In such case
would be attained b? JM
church officer whe becoJ
for public office at
office, and this without Iayit
t!But tho rule Is not a SBL
Isfered Under this ruta

candidato for PuW..?? oMS
according to the 'latdency and twelve apostieB ok
Church. Under the ruJf'lMi
one of the twelve aP,3'lafh$K
to the Senate (as gJjW.
Smoot) or he

the church, as in xn

privileges In "ijfferlnjKj
Mr Thatcher, these ?Lf iirrB iZ

of the rule epeln
caprice of theor na

the twelve apostles.
Roberts was defttteaQ"eim
Representative J
the rule he was aiterwsrwiMt

VtThe Snatlorr &Jin the Mormon bSSlSe with the "lection
candidate tor public offl ,'tllno little importance IBLjMi?

Momon
SindTdates favored by the-- rjj


